The discusser presented other forms of equations for explicit solution of the critical and normal depths in partially filled pipes. He believes that the equation of Swamee (1993) for the prediction of the critical depth is preferable than that of the authors because of its simplicity and applicability range. Simplicity of a regression equation is often measured in terms of the number of input parameters, coefficients, and mathematical operations. If we compare the equation of the authors to the equation of Swamee (1993), we can see that both have one input parameter and four coefficients, and require four mathematical operations. Thus, from the writers' viewpoint, they have the same level of simplicity. Regarding the extended range of the Swamee (1993) equation for y c =d to 1.0 compared to 0.98 by the authors, this is of little importance because the equations are limited to partially filled pipes where y c =d must be less than 1.0.
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The discusser also suggested two modified versions of the Swamee's (1993) equation of higher accuracy, but the formulations were relatively complex. His equations have one input parameter and six coefficients, and require seven mathematical operations. From the writers' viewpoint, the accuracy of 1.46% of either the equation in the original paper or the equation of Swamee (1993) is quite sufficient for most engineering practices, but if higher accuracy is required then the equations suggested by the discusser can be used.
The discusser indicated that the point (Q n ¼ 0.335, y n =d ¼ 0.938) is a maximum point, not an infliction point. A maximum point must be an infliction point as well because the slope is changing before and after this point. He also suggested a modified version of the authors' normal depth equation using the sine instead of the cosine in its mathematical expression giving almost the same maximum error. His equation is simpler than that of the one proposed by authors and is a welcome contribution to the literature of pipe flow.
The discusser also had concerns regarding the range of the Froude number F of the equations proposed by the authors for the prediction of the alternate flow depths. The discusser suggested that F 1 must be in the range of [1.5, 13] and that F 0 must be in the range of [0.045, 0.9] without providing any references for his argument. The authors' range for F 1 was [2.258, 57.69] and for F 0 was [0.0002, 0.392]. Thus, the authors' range exceeds the upper range value for F 1 and the lower range value for F 0 as suggested by the discusser. The suggestion that the lower value of F 1 must be as low as 1.5 gives a near critical flow condition, where the values of the alternate depths will be close to each other, which is not common for alternate flow depths in pipe flow. This condition also applies to his suggestion that the upper range of F 0 must be as high as 0.9.
The discusser's last concern was about the accuracy of the alternate and sequent flow depths equations proposed by the authors, which provide a maximum error of 3.8%. The writers believe that this is an acceptable error for most engineering practices. Further, in light of the few regression equations that exist for the prediction of the sequent depths in pipes (e.g., Straub 1978; Stahl and Hager 1999) , and the lack of any regression equation for the prediction of the alternate flow depths in circular pipes, to the writers' best knowledge, the writers believe that the equations are a welcome contribution to the literature of pipe flow.
In a nutshell, the writers want to point out that the choice from the several equations available in the literature is not governed only by the precision of the equation but by its simplicity as well. A third factor is how the users perceive it. For instance, Manning's equation, which is not dimensionally homogenous, gained more popularity over other rational equations (Rouse and Ince 1963) . Therefore, one can not recommend or direct the users to a specific equation because it is a matter of taste, but there is no question that precision and simplicity will be the most important factors.
